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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 
9/5/2006 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Receipt of Applicant's Amendment, filed on 1 1/09/2007, is acknowledged. The 
amendment includes the amending of claim 25, and the cancellation of claims 1-24. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statements (IDS) submitted on 02/16/2007, 
03/05/2007, and 03/05/2008 have been received, entered into the record, and 
considered. The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. 
Accordingly, the information disclosure statements are being considered by the 
examiner. 

The examiner notes that IDS submitted on 02/16/2007 incorrectly lists the author 
of reference C07. The author of that NPL reference is Nievergelt, not Nevergelt. 

The examiner notes that IDS submitted on 03/05/2007 incorrectly lists the author 
of reference C07. The author of that NPL reference is Nievergelt, not Nevergelt. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 25-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mehta (U.S. Patent 5,999,933) and further in view of Heising (U.S. Patent 5,333,313). 
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6. Regarding claim 25, Mehta teaches a method comprising: 

A) retrieving information regarding the number of occurrences of a given value from the 

database (Column 14, lines 4-17); 

C) determining an instance element based on information regarding the number of 
occurrences of the given value (Column 14, lines 4-17); 

D) determining a connectivity element based on the instance element (Column 20, lines 
28-57); and 

E) determining a record from the connectivity element (Column 21, lines 5-21). 

The examiner notes that Mehta teaches "retrieving information regarding the 
number of occurrences of a given value from the database " as "An additional 
option in Table IX is fetch logic seven. Fetch logic seven is for determining the number 
of instances of data structures of a selected type from the number of instances of a 
reference data structure. In fetch logic seven, the number of instances is equal to the 
number of instances of another structure. Parameter Textl is the template library name 
that contains the definition of the reference data structure. Parameter Text2 is the name 
of the reference data structure in the template library of parameter Textl . Parameter 
Int1 is the integer offset to parameter Text2 within the template library 152' designated 
by parameter Textl . The part in the template library 152' at offset Int1 describes a field 
in the reference data structure that contains the number of occurrences that this 
reference data structure has" (Column 14, lines 4-17). The examiner further notes that 
Mehta teaches "determining an instance element based on information regarding 
the number of occurrences of the given value" as "An additional option in Table IX is 
fetch logic seven. Fetch logic seven is for determining the number of instances of data 
structures of a selected type from the number of instances of a reference data structure. 
In fetch logic seven, the number of instances is equal to the number of instances of 
another structure. Parameter Textl is the template library name that contains the 
definition of the reference data structure. Parameter Text2 is the name of the reference 
data structure in the template library of parameter Textl . Parameter Int1 is the integer 
offset to parameter Text2 within the template library 152' designated by parameter 
Textl . The part in the template library 152' at offset Int1 describes a field in the 
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reference data structure that contains the number of occurrences that this reference 
data structure has" (Column 14, lines 4-17). The examiner further notes that Mehta 
teaches "determining a connectivity element based on the instance element" as 
"In step 1646, the client 118 sends the pointer to the first instance to the server 1 14. 
The server 1 14 then fetches the first instance of the user selected type of data structure 
and sends it to the client 1 18. Then, the client 118 populates the first row in a logical 
table 153 with the first instance of the data structure. In step 1650, the client 118 
executes the fetch logic function for obtaining the end logic and the links between 
instances of the selected type of data structure. The client 118 obtains iteratively the 
next instances of the data structure up to the last one. The client 118 does so by 
obtaining an instance of a data structure, storing it in the logical table 153, and obtaining 
from the last stored instance the pointer to the next instance of the data structure. Then 
the client 118 repeats this process with the next instance of the data structure. The 
client 118 uses the communication link 122 between the client 118 and the server 114 
to request data from the server 1 14. The user can repeat the process of FIG. 16 for 
each type of data structure for which the user desires to create a logical table 153" 
(Column 20, lines 39-57). The examiner further notes that Mehta teaches 
"determining a record from the connectivity element" as "Following the creation of 
logical tables 153, the power of a standard database management system 146, such as 
MS Access, can be used to query these logical tables 153. As discussed above, the 
database management system 146 can be used to quickly and easily query logical 
tables 153 to determine for example, all PCB's with a priority of greater than one 
hundred. A standard database management system 146 has the ability to generate a 
query report. A report created by database management system 146 includes not only 
particular queries, but also their results. So, in this example, the report would include 
the query for all the PCB's of a priority greater than one hundred, and in addition it 
would include the actual PCB's of this priority. Many different queries (some of which 
were described further above) and their results can be stored in such a report. These 
reports are saved in the database 150, which is managed by the database management 
system 146" (Column 21, lines 5-21). 



Application/Control Number: 10/629,810 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2168 

Mehta does not explicitly teach: 
B) the database having been compressed by storing information regarding distinct 
values of an attribute and information regarding the number of occurrences of distinct 
values . 

Heising, however, teaches " the database having been compressed by 
storing information regarding distinct values of an attribute and information 
regarding the number of occurrences of distinct values " as "The method divides 
the database information into a number of parts which are each conducive to a 
predetermined compression technique. A first part database is formed consisting of all 
the entry points in the dictionary wherein each entry point is associated with a unique 
word number. A second part database is formed consisting of a multiplicity of 
placeholders. A third part database is formed consisting of all the entry points of the 
dictionary in the exact order in which they appear in the dictionary. A fourth part 
database is formed consisting of the definitions and usage notes without reference to 
their text. A fifth part database allows retrieval of articles of interest without having to 
decompress the entire dictionary. Compression techniques using multigrams and 
minimum-redundancy codes are selectively applied to the different database parts" 
(Abstract), 11 The step of compressing the Lexicon is a technique which is described in 
Knuth. The general term for the structure used is a trie (sic). (See Knuth, The Art of 
Computer Programming, Vol. 3, Addison-Wesley Publishing Company; Reading, Mass.; 
1973) " (Column 4, lines 5-9), and "The Forms database is extracted from the main 
database. Page breaks are kept in the same order as the main database. There tend to 
be many repeated sequences in this database. To take advantage of this, multigram 
codes are formed which substitute for the sequence. (A multigram is a code which 
represents a sequence of simpler codes; these simpler codes are referred to as 
unigrams. These codes will be discussed further below). A digram is a special case of 
multigram that represents exactly two unigrams. The method for selecting an optimal 
set of multigrams is explained in detail in a later section" (Column 4, lines 10-21). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because teaching 
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Heising's would have allowed Mehta's to provide a method for making a database 
readably accessible after compression, as noted by Heising (Column 1, lines 33-40). 

Regarding claim 26, Mehta further teaches a method comprising: 
A) wherein the step of retrieving the information regarding the number of occurrences 
of the given value comprises analyzing the cardinality store (Column 14, lines 4-17). 

The examiner notes that Mehta teaches "wherein the step of retrieving the 
information regarding the number of occurrences of the given value comprises 
analyzing the cardinality store" as "An additional option in Table IX is fetch logic 
seven. Fetch logic seven is for determining the number of instances of data structures 
of a selected type from the number of instances of a reference data structure. In fetch 
logic seven, the number of instances is equal to the number of instances of another 
structure. Parameter Textl is the template library name that contains the definition of 
the reference data structure. Parameter Text2 is the name of the reference data 
structure in the template library of parameter Textl . Parameter Int1 is the integer offset 
to parameter Text2 within the template library 152' designated by parameter Textl . The 
part in the template library 152' at offset Int1 describes a field in the reference data 
structure that contains the number of occurrences that this reference data structure has" 
(Column 14, lines 4-17). 

Regarding claim 27, Mehta further teaches a method comprising: 
A) wherein the step of determining an instance element information regarding the 
number of occurrences of the given value comprises analyzing the instance store 
(Column 14, lines 4-17). 

The examiner notes that Mehta teaches "wherein the step of determining an 
instance element information regarding the number of occurrences of the given 
value comprises analyzing the instance store" as "An additional option in Table IX is 
fetch logic seven. Fetch logic seven is for determining the number of instances of data 
structures of a selected type from the number of instances of a reference data structure. 
In fetch logic seven, the number of instances is equal to the number of instances of 
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another structure. Parameter Textl is the template library name that contains the 
definition of the reference data structure. Parameter Text2 is the name of the reference 
data structure in the template library of parameter Textl. Parameter Int1 is the integer 
offset to parameter Text2 within the template library 152' designated by parameter 
Textl The part in the template library 152' at offset Int1 describes a field in the 
reference data structure that contains the number of occurrences that this reference 
data structure has" (Column 14, lines 4-17). 

Regarding claim 28, Mehta further teaches a method comprising: 
A) wherein the step of determining the connectivity element comprises analyzing a 
connectivity store (Column 20, lines 28-57). 

The examiner notes that Mehta teaches "wherein the step of determining the 
connectivity element comprises analyzing a connectivity store" as "In step 1646, 
the client 118 sends the pointer to the first instance to the server 1 14. The server 1 14 
then fetches the first instance of the user selected type of data structure and sends it to 
the client 118. Then, the client 118 populates the first row in a logical table 153 with the 
first instance of the data structure. In step 1650, the client 118 executes the fetch logic 
function for obtaining the end logic and the links between instances of the selected type 
of data structure. The client 118 obtains iteratively the next instances of the data 
structure up to the last one. The client 118 does so by obtaining an instance of a data 
structure, storing it in the logical table 153, and obtaining from the last stored instance 
the pointer to the next instance of the data structure. Then the client 118 repeats this 
process with the next instance of the data structure. The client 118 uses the 
communication link 122 between the client 118 and the server 1 14 to request data from 
the server 114. The user can repeat the process of FIG. 16 for each type of data 
structure for which the user desires to create a logical table 153" (Column 20, lines 39- 
57). 



Regarding claim 29, Mehta further teaches a method comprising: 
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A) wherein the step of determining a record comprises analyzing a value store (Column 
21, lines 5-21). 

The examiner notes that Mehta teaches "wherein the step of determining a 
record comprises analyzing a value store" as "Following the creation of logical tables 
153, the power of a standard database management system 146, such as MS Access, 
can be used to query these logical tables 153. As discussed above, the database 
management system 146 can be used to quickly and easily query logical tables 153 to 
determine for example, all PCB's with a priority of greater than one hundred. A standard 
database management system 146 has the ability to generate a query report. A report 
created by database management system 146 includes not only particular queries, but 
also their results. So, in this example, the report would include the query for all the 
PCB's of a priority greater than one hundred, and in addition it would include the actual 
PCB's of this priority. Many different queries (some of which were described further 
above) and their results can be stored in such a report. These reports are saved in the 
database 150, which is managed by the database management system 146" (Column 
21, lines 5-21). 

7. Claims 30-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mehta (U.S. Patent 5,999,933) and Heising (U.S. Patent 5,333,313) as applied to 
claims 25-29 and in view of White et al. (U.S. Patent 5,918,225). 

8. Regarding claim 30, Mehta and Heising do not explicitly teach a method 
comprising: 

A) wherein the retrieving of the record is causes by an Structured Query Language 
(SQL) query. 

White, however, teaches "wherein the retrieving of the record is causes by 
an Structured Query Language (SQL) query" as "Clients store data in and retrieve 
data from one or more database tables resident on the Server by submitting SQL 
commands" (Abstract) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because teaching 
White's would have allowed Mehta's and Heising's to provide a method for improved 
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performance in data retrieval for relational databases via SQL, as noted by White 
(Column 3, lines 1-7). 

Regarding claim 31, Mehta and Heising do not explicitly teach a method 
comprising: 

A) wherein the SQL query is a SELECT query. 

White, however, teaches "wherein the SQL query is a SELECT query" Here, 
"projecting" data refers to the project part of an SQL SELECT statement" (Column 48, 
lines 42-43) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because teaching 
White's would have allowed Mehta's and Heising's to provide a method for improved 
performance in data retrieval for relational databases via SQL, as noted by White 
(Column 3, lines 1-7). 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 25 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent 5,546,575 issued to Potter et al. on 13 August 1996. The subject 
matter disclosed therein is pertinent to that of claims 25-31 (e.g., methods to query 
compressed databases). 

U.S. Patent 5,592,667 issued to Bugajski on 07 January 1997. The subject 
matter disclosed therein is pertinent to that of claims 25-31 (e.g., methods to query 
compressed databases). 

U.S. Patent 5,946,692 issued to Faloutsos et al. on 31 August 1999. The 
subject matter disclosed therein is pertinent to that of claims 25-31 (e.g., methods to 
query compressed databases). 
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U.S. Patent 6,006,232 issued to Lyons on 21 December 1999. The subject 
matter disclosed therein is pertinent to that of claims 25-31 (e.g., methods to query 
compressed databases). 
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